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SUPPLEMENTAL EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

Responsive to the reply brief filed under 37 CFR 41.41 
filed on December 13, 2006, a supplemental Examiner's Answer is 
set forth below: 

This supplemental examiner's answer is to correct the 
typing error in the 3 5 U.S.C. 103 rejections of claims 5 and 7 
in which "Inada" was inadvertently typed when the intention was 
"Kuribayashi" . Therefore, the following rejection should be 
substituted for the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejections of claims 5 and 7 
presented in the Examiner's Answer to clarify that the rejection 
only includes the teachings of Randle, Ikeda, and Kuribayashi as 
specified in the rejection. 

Claims 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Randle et al in view of Ikeda et al as applied 
to claims 1-3 above, and further in view of Kuribayashi et al 
(USPN 5,371,153) . 

Randle et al and Ikeda et al taken as a whole teach all 
that is claimed in claims 1-3 and teach that the reinforcing 
layers are formed by braids of the twisted cords (col. 2, 1.58-60 
of Randle et al) . Randle et al and Ikeda et al fail to teach 
that the twisted cords have a double-twist structure. However, 
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Kuribayashi et al teach reinforcing fiber layers for rubber hose 
reinforcement formed of twisted organic fibers (col.l, 1.8-13 
and col. 2, 1.46-50) and teaches that these twisted organic 
fibers are formed into double- twist structures (col. 5, 1.1-3) in 
which a plurality of primary twisted cords are twisted together 
with final twists in a same twist direction of the primary 
twisted cords. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the references are analogous insofar as all 
three references are concerned with fiber reinforcement layers 
used in the formation of rubber hoses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time Applicant's invention was made to 
select a double-twist structure as the twisted cords of Randle 
et al and Ikeda et al depending on the intended end result of 
the hose since double-twist structures are used as twisted cords 
in formation of braided reinforcement layers for rubber hoses, 
as taught by Kuribayashi et al . 
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Appellant may file another reply brief in compliance with 
37 CFR 41.41 within two months of the date of mailing of this 
supplemental examiner's answer. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 
1.136(a) are not applicable to this two month time period. See 
37 CFR 41.43 (b) -(c). 

Respectfully submitted, 
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